generally not in the "loop" of people who normally receive evaluation reports,  so their  information needs may be served inadequately,    m addition, turnover of top-level agency officials in education has aggravated the problem of loss of information and institutional memory.    On the other hand, agency officials have the advantage of being able to draw on their policy and evaluation staffs, who are probably the most consistent users of evaluation data while also being the likely immediate sponsors of evaluations.
The potentially short life of evaluation findings, even though the knowledge might be useful at a later time and in a different context, means that dissemination should not be just a one-time effort.    Archived evaluation studies that are difficult to obtain and whose existence is difficult to determine are useless.    Hence some attention should be given to the problem of re-dissemination of evaluation findings, perhaps in the form of summaries or reviews of past evaluation findings for executive-level officials as programs and policies come up for review.
Congressional Policy Makers
It is a mistake not to differentiate among congressional users of information.    Rarely are members of Congress direct and immediate audiences.    Rather,  the initial contacts are more often with the Congressional Research Service   (CRS)  staff,  committee staff, or personal staff of members of Congress.     In addition,  staff of the Congressional Budget Office and of GAO are frequently prime audiences for  evaluation studies.    CRS, as part of the Library of Congress,  functions as a quick reference service for both members and committees of Congress; GAO carries out special studies at the behest of Congress.^    Congressional staff themselves differ  in their use of evaluation information:    senior staff of committees are generally better informed users of evaluation results than personal staff of individual Department, the provision of such management informationcumstances such expertiseped Children Act   (U.S. Department of Health,  Education, and Welfare n.d.)   and the Department's new evaluation plan for Title I of ESEA developed  in 1979   (U.S.   Department of Health,  Education, and Welfare 1979c) .1:L    The Committee applauds the                                                             !'',
